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'R^pttR mftraiPJT 


3 lfiRJrRT 

^ 27 ftppaR, 2002 


FT. s^fl^/72/2002-%i7Pft^.—wrrR'^^aif^^m^qroiii 
^ ^ RFiwr TTTt^sTT wi ■gra g pi r f a TimfftfJEK ^t’TRf % 

■^. w ff^ fefti'iis grn ■rns; sfwnt^ 't^nr^ ^ oFT?n 11 

_ 

RWrFT 'H. ■^IWT4/72/2002-^^T35iW 
'Hkci ^lel (^]ij?rc!iH) .... 

'•(' 1 IH 

3 n^[^ 


(ftpw:, 2002 % 20 ^' MiftfT ■TO) 

WT'^gro <ie(r<fiVl ■TOtf^ETO 3 INRf%f^^, TOT ^ gPT ■fTT 3 : 3 TTO^ ^ 

I 


(i) 'TOtT/f'i'^] tiPfici yi^ ' y«ii^)' ''TT Ri-^k I 

(ii) ’TOT y'Hl'tdl ST'TO mti-i '&^]‘Wi3i) ^ yRPf^'?TTO'^'5[M‘3Ttt(|'^q'i’’'TT Rit^k | 

/ 

(iii) -TOft aflT ^ ^FTlt^ TOTTI 

2 . 2 . ^ TO^ig#lt'f^W?JTftTTOir%TOff¥^TOITOT^^TT 4 srTft^''^’TOgr'^TOgrTT^^'qT%PtT?i)^T^ 

^ % ftrIH ■yf^'MI '97 'flit 'TOTJ'TTI? I 


3. ^9^ -3TTO^3TlTOTO^%WT’£f't3ftfKTl^TO®(I3TRfTErffeTftTO*'f^^'3RTO^3T3?TOTO3F(^ 

sfti 

4. ffT"TO^TT S'fRlTTf^W!:'Rfi'l!,'i(I^ ^iTTITT «t+K C^'qftiTR Hi|lt4'4) 3 Tt[^fcf 4 idf 5 9 Rha^R, 2002%’T3'?t. 

Tit-TO-14019/36/2001 TO TO Tnf^TOTO TO 'TOTOT ^ly .TOMf^iq TO TO 111 % ^ fTOTT ^ "Rf iTfTO 

ff ■y^ gm fro' 9 Tr^ c(Krl st'witTOTO ■99 'toRtt^ 'f TO 'jiih, I TO'TOT 7 , TO TOTOtTO TO 'TOy TOTOiito ■^'^TOTO ■^ 

.104‘) (il/20r)2 (1) 
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% '■'itrdWT''TT rH^VlJPt'SRTTT ^iiHHirT'l '"*lk ^»jt t^Rtt ft^TFT ^ -g^; % i^stj if 

^ ^ fd??T %‘HTWm ^ ^ I 

s. HCi'ttid’^qwa^MimT^t WIT111 ■^TTTnfV’^RTn'^^iTORsro-'ftftr^^rFTfTKfiH^ 

t^»4Tf3TTtl 

6, OH^ W4f A 4e arwn^ iq^ SjftR mR RRR H 3Rm f I T| | ^HqV!|y'q^ HRRtl 

% aTRIR ■£[, TWHT %Td?7IPlHlT ^ ftRH ^ 11 

TI?ET. -STtW 

[ftram 1II/IV/143/2002/3PHT. ] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 27th September, 2002 

No.TAlVIP/72/2002-JNPT.—In compliance of a direction issuej) by the Government of India under Section 111 
of the Major Port Trusts Act, the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby 9 loses the case relating to the representation made 
by M/s. Bharat Shell Limited against the way leave charges claimed by trie Jawaharlal Nehiti Port Trust as in the Order 
appended hereto. 


SCHEDULE 

Case No. TAMP/72/2002-JNPT 


M/s. Bharat Shell Limited . Applicant 

Vs 

The Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust . Respondent 

ORDER 


(Passed on this 20th day of September, 2002) 

This case relates to a representation made by M/s. Bharat Shell Limited against the way leave charges claimed by 
the Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust. 

2.1. So far, the regulatory intervention of this Authority ‘to fratne Scale of Rates’ has been taken to encompass the 
following routes; 

(i) Consideration of a ‘proposal’ received from a Port Trust/Private Terminal. 

(ii) Consideration of a ‘representation’ received from a port user or a representative body of port users, 

(iii) Initiation of action si/o/no/«. 

2.2. It is noteworthy that the Transaction of Business Regulations of tliis Authoiity have also been framed 
accordingly with an emphasis on a consultative process to promote participation in the proceedings of the greatest number 
of interested parties. 

3. The representation in reference was registered as a tariff case and processed further following the consultative 
procedure prescribed. 

4. Before this case could be taken up for final consideration, the Government of India (in the Ministry of Shipping) 
vide its communication No. PR-14019/36/2001-PG dated 9th September, 2002 has issued a ‘policy direction’ to this Author¬ 
ity under Section 111 of the MPT Act to refrain in future from entertaining representations made by individual parties, as 
this Authority has no power of adjudication in individual cases under the provisions of the MPT Act. This direction has 
been issued despite this Authority’s argument that the scope of Section 111 ibid coven issue of directions on ‘question of 
policy’ and any dispute about jurisdiction can only be .seen to be a legal issue having no scope for resolution through a 
policy direction, 

5. In terms of the provisions of Section 111 of the MPT Act, this Authority is bound by the directions on questions 
of policy given by the Central Government, 

6. For the reasons given above, this Authority is unable to take up the representation in reference for Ihial 
consideration. In the result, the case in reference is closed, as directed by the Government, for want of jurisdiction, 

S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
rAD’VTi:i/IV/J43.2C02/EAtv. ] 
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